FILED/ACCEPTED
" 2.6 7n0g

FOUBI Communas:
Nev 15, 2006 Municationg .
0ffivg of the Secre?,?,';,'m'ss“""

CC Public Corments
445 12th Street SW
Washingten, DC 20554

As a consumer interecsted in protecting competiticn, innovaticn, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
wther cable providers. The FCC's "integraticn kan," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intc thelr own
set-top boxes, remains gocd policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunicaticns Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "“integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
albility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket nc. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance ¢f allowing
consumers to make certaln uses of TV content, regardiess of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom tc cheoose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CabkleCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
Wlll get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competiftion.

Plesse refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1).
Sincerely,
Wayne Pollock

1752 Open Field Locop
Brandon, FL 33510-209%4
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Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554
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¥CC Public Comments DEC 262
345 12th Street 3w oty 008
Washington, DC 20554 ‘ a“hmmwmmmm
. . . C . . I
As & consumer 1nterested in protecting competiliticn, inncvation, and Slary

legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge you teo refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR T6.1204 (a) (1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable comparnies to integrate CableCARDs intoc their own
zet-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1%%eg, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban®™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

Fy adopting content protection limits ("encoeding rules") in

dnrket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certaln uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to chcose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCZARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting nen-infringing uses, and such restrictions
w11l get even worse 1f cabkle providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1),
Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Glenn
601 N 31st Dr
Phoenix, AZ 85051-9002

No. of Copias rec'd ’0

List ABCDE

st e L+ et a7 e et R i

B S o oSy Ny N U SV S SO P



FILED/ACCEPTED . .
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Federat com,
Mumtigay;
Office of "”S s Cor‘;?mlssmn

Nov 5, 2006

FOO Pubklic Comments
445 17th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Az g consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
iedltimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
wailvers of 47 CFR 76,1204 ({a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. The FCC's "“integration ban,"” which in

mfiect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
sot-top boxes, remains good poilcy today.

Now ten yvears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to propriletary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation

and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restri¢tions on cable subscribers'
abpili=zy to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits {“encoding rules"™) in

docketr no. 97-30, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certaln uzes of TV content, regardless of a
particular cabie provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
conpetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

'Nease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. steven wright

844¢g Meridian Rd
Laingsburg, MI 488485-9401
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_ Federat Communications Commission
Frt? public Comments Office of the Secretary
44% 12th Streast SW

Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
ieglitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse reguests for
walilvers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
zuher cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban, " which in

eflect reqguires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten yvears after the Telecommmunlications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long enocugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
abllity to make leqgitimate use of recorded content.

acdopting content protection limits ("encoding rules"™) in

£ ne, 97-80, the Commission recoghized the importance of allowing
ers Lo make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
icular cable provider's or copyright hcolder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom te choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restricticns that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will gebt even worse ¢ cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.
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Flease refuse requests [or walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Mr, ZTan O'Neill
1-7¢€4 Erie Street
Stratford, ON NbHA 471

No. of Copies rec'd_©
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Federal Communications Commission

Dol 7, 2006

e s ) ice of the Secretar

FCO Fublic Comments of Y

44h 12th Street SW

Washing=aon, DO 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and

legitimate use of cable 1V content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FOC's "integration ban, ™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remalins good pelicy Today.

Now ten years alter the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cabkle
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
slternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
And harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

adopting content protection limits {("encoding rules™) in

ket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
umers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a

icular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
Zowmpetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable., The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
Will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

No.omepmsradd__d£2mﬂ.
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Federal Communications Commission
FOO Public Comments Office of the Secretary

445 12th Street SW
Washington, DO 20554

Oct 24, 2606

AS a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
itejyitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a; {1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
ather cabkle providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect reguires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own

st-Top boxes, rewains good policy today.

o
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Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragaed their feer long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
arnd harming consumers. The "integratlion ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
akillty to make legitimate use of recorded content.

Bv adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cabie provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competltion spurred on by the integration kan, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

I'lease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Marlk Lenz

919 3 Matthias St
Appleton, WI 54%15-36B024

No. of Cnpigs rac’d_ﬂ,,,_QHm
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Federal Communications Commission
FCC Puplic Comments Office of the Secretary
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Nov 16, 2006

Az a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
iegitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
wailvers of 47 CFR T76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's “integration ban,"™ which in

effect requires cable companies fo integrate CableCARDs into their cwn
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now Ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enocugh on competitive
Alternatives to preoprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will alsco help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
abllity to make legitimate use of recorded content.

Ry adopting content protection limits (“encoding rules™) in

docket no. 27-80, the Commission recognized the impcrtance of allowing
monsumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
patticular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
availliable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
narm consumers by limiling non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Ulease refuse requests for waivers cf 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Paul Gerth

525 Greenview [l
Lake Forest, IL 60045-3220

No. of Covias rec’d /0
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